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The amendments set out above and the following remarks are believed response to the 
points raisedbythe Offiee Action dated August 5, 2002, and discussed during me taterview with 
Examiners Menon and Walker on November 6, 2002. It is also beUeved the amendments and 
remarks are responsiveto me points raised by Examiner Menon (as per Exarnmer Walker s 
instnictions) during subsequent (after the interview) telephonic discussions on November 6 and 

,2. In view of the amendments set out above and the following remarks, reconsideration vs 

respectfully requested. 

As an initial point, Applicants' representatives (the undersigned and Leah Oubre 

Robinson) greatly appreciate the courtesy shown them by Examiners Menon and « and 

further appreciate meir carefu! cor^ideratton of the arguments presented dunng the interview. 

The Present Invention 

Thepresent invention relates to filter devices, systems, andmethods for processing 

biological fluid. Claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9-14, and 17-25 are pending. 

pending. Claims 21-25 are added by this amendment. 

Claims 1 10-14 and 19 have been amended, and claims 21-25 have been added, to 
describe me invention more clearly. No new matter hasbeen added, the basis for the amended 
claim language may be found within the original specification, claims and 

Claim 1 10 14, and 21 are supported at, for example, page 6, lines 14-16. Clarnis 22, 
24, and 25 are supported at, for example, page 6, lines 16-17. Clahn 23 is supported at, for 
example, page 6, line 36, through page 7, Une 1 . Entry of the above is respectful* reques ed. 

Separate pages setting forth the precise changes to the claims, as well as the text of all 
the pending claims (amended and non-amended), are enclosed herew.tr. 

At the interview, Applicants' attorneys discussed the nature of the present invention and 
the disclosuresofthe cited references. Theclaims have been amended in the manner dtscussed 
at the interview, so as to more particularly set out Applicants' invention. 

During the interview, Applicants submitted that since none of the cited references, i.e., 
U S Paten. Nos. 5,783,094 to Kraus and 5,406,581 to Onodera, teach or suggest the clanned 
embodiments, there is nothing in the cited references thatwould lead oneof ordinary skill to the 
claimed invention. 
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The Office Action . 

For convenience, the following remarks will address the various comments 
.ejections in the sameordertheywere raised in theOffice Action, and the subsequent telephomc 
discussions with Examiner Menon. ^insure 
The Office Action indicated the application did not contam an abstract of the disclosure 
as required by 37 CFR§1.72(b). As provided herewith, the abstract as published in the 
International publication is submitted. • « w«r 

Claim 13 was rejected under 35 USC §1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularlypoint out and distinctly claim me subject matter which appUcant regards as 
the invention. According to the Office Action, the claim included a term that lacked proper 

antecendent basis. . . , ,. , 

It is believed Claim 10 provided the proper antecendent basis, however, .Us believed the 

amendment to Cairn 13 renders the rejection moot. Thus, it is respectfinly submitted that the 

basis for rejection under 35 USC §112 has now been overcome and should be — ™_ 

Claims 3 and 20 were rejected under 37 CFR §1 .75 as being substantrally duphcafve of 

claim 2, acclaim ISwas rejected under 37 CFR §1.75 as being substantial* duplicate of 

C ' aUn 'claims 2 and 20, as well as 17 and 18, differ in scope, and thus, it is submitted the 
rejection is improper. Claim 3 has been cancelled, thus rendering the rejection of mat clarm 

m00t Claim 10 was rejected under 35 USC §102 as anticipated by U.S. Paten, No. 5,783,094 
to Krausetal. (hereinafter referred to as "Kraus"). 

Claimsl-9 11-14 and 17-20 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as berng 
unpatentable over Krausin view of U.S. Patent No. 5,406,581 to Onodera e, al. fhereinafter 

referred to as "Onodera"). 

Each of these rejections is respectfully traversed. 

As discussed during the interview, Kraus teaches a filter allowing red blood cells to pass 
therethrough (e.g., col. 4, lines 32-35), and thus, neither discloses nor suggests the claimed 
embodiments. The fact that Onodera may teach a membrane for separating whole blood into a 
bloodcel.productandplasma(e. g .,col.4,lmes24-48)isofnoimport. Onodera stmply does 
not cure the deficiencies of Kraus, and therefore, <he combination a.so fails to render the present 
invention obvious. 

New Rejection under 35 USC §102 

During the interview, Examiner Menon agreed the proposed claims were patently 
distinct over the disclosure of Kraus. I« is me undersigned's understanding, in view of Exanuner 
Walker's comments, and the subsequent discussions with Examiner Menon, mat me proposed 
claims are considered to be patently distinct over Kraus in view of Onodera, but aHofthe 
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n S Patent No. 5,587,070 to Pall et al. (hereinafter referred to as Pall 070 ). 

Disclosure Statement (IDS) with a Form 1 449. However, Applicants, in order to rmrarraze 

conttauationofU.S.Paten.No. 5,217,627 to Pall et al. (hereinafter referred to as Pall 627 ), 

Applicants are also submitting Pall'627 herewith. with this 

taviewofthechrono.ogyofevents.itisbelievedftere.snofecassoc.ated^thttas 

submission. However, if there is an associated fee, authorization is given to charge Depostt 

aeForm^^merebyindicatinghisconsiderationofthe documents, and return the tnmaled 
Form to Applicants. 

Response to the New Rejection 

The new rejection is respectfully traversed. 

I, is alleged that Pall "070 discloses the claimed embodiment of the mvenhon, and the 

,i„es 35-50; col. 7, lines 1-5 and 13-20; col. 1 1, hues 13-15; coL 12. to- . H» «* *>-35, col. 
16 line 35 through co!. 17, line 7; col. 18, lines 32-53; and col. 19, hues 61-63. 

HowevJ T^e claimed embodtaents are not disclosed in Pal! "070 (or mPa^^ ^627), 

fibrous red cell barrier medium, a fibrous leukocyte depletion medtum, and a membrane, ttrere.s 
ensure of me claimed embedments of filter devices, or of the darmed embodiments of 

between the inlet and the outlet; a filter disposed in the housmg across the fiutd flow path, the 
Uprising; ata. filter element comprising a porous fibrous leukocyte deplehon medtum 

^rlelingaporesizeofaboutSmicrometers or less, saidsecond filter element bemg 

X^owns^ofmefirstfiLer element; ^^^^7 
plthereteoughandsubstantiallypreventmepassageofleukocytesandredbloodc 
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d ep,etionmediumhavingaCWST„fa. leas, about ™^ m;md ^° n ^~ 
clprising a porous membrane having a pore size of about 5 nncrometers or less sard second 

toallowplasma to pass therethrough and substantially prevent the passage of leukocytes 

"Tatars the rejection under Section .02 is based upon the references to various media 

^^emen, of me claimed invention. See, for example, In re Bond, 15 USPQ 1566 (Fed. Q, 

1990") ■ • 

Therejectionisimproper.asPal.'OTOdoesnotteachafilterdevtcecompnsmga 

comprises firs, and second filter elements accordtng to me present clarm. MtaB* 070 
teaches aplurality of devices with different filters, e.g., at col. 1 Un^43- a tame 
embodiment of the invention which includes a separation assembly 14, preferably a 
n"fuga, separation device, the superr^t layer (e.g., PRP) may be passed mrough a 

where it may be processed and separated into components. . . 

Accordingly, reconsideration of this rejection is respectfully requested. 

I, is believed mis response summarizes all the issues discussed during the interview and 
during subsequent discussions. Should mere remain any issues outstanding, the Exammer ,s 
invited to call the undersigned at his Washington, D.C. office. 

ta view of the amendment and remarks recited herein, the apphcation ,s considered ,n 
good and proper form for allowance, and the Examiner is respectfully requested to pass tins 
application to issue. 




35 Wov, ^oo 



ray, Reg. (Nb. ^,587 
^EYDl6^VoiT & MAYER 
700 Thirteenth Street, N.W., Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20005-3960 
(202) 737-6770 (telephone) 
(202) 737-6776 (facsimile) 
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